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INTHODUGTION 


An outstanding fact of modern life is the increasing need of informt 
tlon in all the spheres oi’ life. There is a constant need for general 
Information essential in the running of the home as veil as for the smoo‘ 
running of the everyday business of life. Today, more than ever before, 
it has become neoessaiy for everyone to know something about everything 
before he knows everything about soiaething. 

The level of general information of the punils of our schools, apar’ 
from what is formally taught in the classroom la alarmingly low, Tliis ii 
true not only of the school boys and girls but also in the case of adulti 
In newspapers we quite often read the fumy and stupid ansiiers given by 
candidates at the competitive examinations to questions calling for gene 
information. This state of affairs is indeed deplorable. An important 
reason for this is the fact that our pupils fail to use to the best advaj 
the possible sources of gettiiag general information. There are several 
factors - personal, psychological (including temperamental) and situatiOi 
which contribute to the general knowledge of our boys and girls. Among 
the sources of general information are educational environment including 
the home, the relatives, their social relationships and the geogranhical- 
cultural location and its implications; degree of schooling; cultural 
predications; social groups outside the family; radio; movies; televisi' 
library facilities. In addition to these, natural endovnnent and interss 
or motivation in a particular field have a far-reaching influence on the 
amoiant of information one collects* 

PafiPOSE OP THE STUDI 

j 

The present study has been undertaken to investigate(^e extent to , 
which general intelligence is oontributive to the general information 
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(not forma3.1y given In the school) of the students of higher secondary 
schools of Delhi. To put in other xrords, the purpose of the study is 
to test the corianonsense liypothesis that the more intelligent the child, 
the greater, other things heing equal, will be his stock of general 
informs,tion. 

Intelligence undoubtedly is an important factor that directly helps 
children obtain general information. Those who are intelligent have 
been found to be quite alert and readily pick up information from all 
possible sources. As a matter of fact, questions on general information 
form an essential part of some of the well-loaown intelligence tests such 
as the Wechsler Bellevue Scale. Intelligence tests,however, are much 
widor than general information tests for the former also include tests 
on coinprehenslon, vocabulary, similarities and differences, meniDry for 
digits and words, absurdities, reasoning and so on. ^General information 
implies knowledge of ourselves and our history; of the universe and the 
world in xdiich w© live; of flowers and animals; of the things we do and 
xise; of science and invention; of the arts; of what is fajaillar and of 

I 

what is strange and distant, ) These idaings are partly measurod by intel¬ 
ligence tests also. This shows that intelligence and general informatlb 

are closely related. ’’Intelligence may be looked upon as a function of; 

.\ 

natural endowment unfolding In a process of maturation, in the course of 
which, if the functioning of the individual is uhhan^ered, it will undet' 
a process of picking up information of facts and knowledge of relation-! 

I 

ships*” ^ I 

I 

It seems necessary to point out that the effects of other factors 
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such as social enviromnent, temperamental factors and the like on genera 
Information could not be investigated in the present study as it vas muc 
restricted by lack of time. Further research on a larger scale uould 
undoubtedly lead to valuable and interesting conclusions# 

METHOD AND PROOEDUHE 

Development of the Test ; The first problem in carrying out the In^- 
veatigation was to prepare a test of general information# The obicctivr 
of general information wore discussed with five teachers of higher secoT 
ary schools* As this subject \ia.e not included in the school ourrlculum; 
opinions were divergent. Ho'wever, the folloijing objectives were formult 
To enable the pupils to havej 

. (a) an airareness of the movements in social, economic, political, , 
cultural, scientific and industrial fields; 

' (b) an overall acquaintance ijith the pressing problems of the 
inimediate and remote environment; 
fo),a smattering of knowledge of facts other than those directly 
' learned under a coiirse of study or any other pressure of 

necessity. 

A list of 13B facts to be elicited from i^e pupils of classes IX, 
and XI'was prepared. On the basis of that, a teat containing 90 items, 
was constructed. These items fell under five major categories. There' 
were 15 items each pertaining to aoientiflc, historical, geographical « 
political and civic knowledge. The rest of the 3^iteme were about spcf 
stage and screen, ii^rtant personalities, music, art, vreights and 
meastsres and were termed miscellaneous :^tems. The items were of two 
types -*/45 "pf ^e coaplstion typo calling for the recall or the correci 
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items 'Mere prestimably not formally taught in the classroom. In the case 
of items related to scientific knowledge, it was not vAiolly possible to 
completely exclude the facts which the pupils learned from their textbook 
The questions in each type were arranged in order of difficulty - 
from easy to diffletxlt - T:y the investigator. This, however, was provi¬ 
sional because in advance of an actual try-out it is difficult to deter- > 
mine anything more than a rotigh estimate of the true difficulty order of 
the items. " 

The Investigator avoided any regular sequence In the patterns of 
responses lest the pupils should get the clue by discovering that sequenci 
In order to familiarize the examinees with the technique of answering the 
items, on© solved example was given iJimBdiately after the set of direetioj 
for each type. ' 

The test itself was introduced with general instructions on the titl< 
page. These, as well as the instructions for the sub-sections, were 
couched in precise, simple and clear language. 

Before the actual try-out the investigator wanted to fix the time 
limit for the idiole test* To do this the test was given to 9 students, , 
three each of classes IX, Z and XX. They were asked to do as many items 1 
as they could and as quickly as was possible without sacrificing aocuraeyii 

I 

The time they took was between 40 and 45 minutes. Accordingly, a time 

1 

limit of 45 miautes was fixsd for the test. No time limit was fixed for 
the sub-sections. A oo^ of the test is appended (Appendix I). | 

The investigator prepared an answer key a cony of idiich is appended ! 

I 

'< 

(Appendix II). j 

Administration of the Test t The tost was then glv&n. for a try-out. j 
It was preceded by an introductory talk by the Investlcator’ tAinh !*»« ' 




Intended to estal^sh rapport between him and the students aM to eXlmlna 
as far as possible, the effect of fear of escamlnatlon in general and of t 
novelty of the objective tost in particular. The investigator said to th 
students: "We ai'o going to engage ourselves in a game idhich is just as 
interesting as solving riddles. The only difference in this game and 
solving riddles is that in the latter you have to give the answers orally 

I 

while in this case you will be required to give the answers in wlting. I 
is to be seen who does this work quickly and correctly." The investigator 
then put three questions orally to the students* What is the first line 
of our National Anthem? Who is knoim as the flying Sikh? Who is the 
President of the United States of America? It was noticed that the pupil 
interest ira.s sufficiently uasua^ed and they were then given the test. 

The subjects for the try-out consisted of 96 boys and girls of 
classes IX, X and XI of two local higher secondary schools but unfortunait 
due to reasons which the investigator could not help, class XI was not ai3 
quately represented. The samiple contained only 9 students of this class. 

The objectivity of test items slii^lified the scoring. One mark was 
allotted to each item correctly answered. The data obtained were tabula^ 
(Appendix III). 

Item Analysis* The percentage of tke examinees,doing each item corr< 
gave the difficuH-ty value of each item. Items answered correctly by leaii 
than 15^ or by over xrere considered too difficult or too easy res- ! 
pectively and hence were rejected. The items affected by this principle 
are given below: 

3, 17, 21, 26, 27, 28, 32, 36, 37, 41, 42, 45, 48^ 55, 

57, 62, 65, 66, 68, 72, 77, 78, 79, 81, 85 and 86. 

To this list of discarded items were added Items showing a poor dls> 





-j 6 j- 

validation was adopted. The 96 anywer-books were divided into 3 groups - 
32 in each group according to the total/number of marks obtained bjy the 
examinees. The top 32 formed the upper group and the bottom 32 formed 
the lower group. The mimbor of students doing each Item correctly in 
these two groups was separately determined. The discriminative value of 
each ibeiri las calculated by the formula 

——I iJhere H is tlxe total numiber of cases, 

IV3 

is the number of pupils in the upper givjup who 
correctly answered a particular item, 

Ng is the number of pupils in the lover :;roup who 
con’eotiy answered the same item. 

Items with a discriminative value of less than 0,16 were arbitrarily 
considered as Invalid items, that is, items which do not discriminate 
between good and bad examinees. The greater the excess of top group 
students over the bottom group students doing a partlewlar Item or, in 
other words, the greater the difference (N-] the better the discrindn^ 
ing power of the items. Items showing a negative difference (item Nos. 1 
12, 33 and 37) were considered as the worst items and were rejected out¬ 
right. The items having poor discriminative value, excluding the too 
difficult or too easy items already checked off, are given belowt 

I 

23, 34» 35, 4^, 46, 49, 63, 69, 70, 71 and 89. 

The following were the items idiich merited rejection on both the 
counts: 

3, 17, 26, 32, 36, 37, 41, 42, 45, 55, 59, 62, 68, 

* 72, 79, 81, 85 and 86. 

The Item Analysis Oummaxy Sheet is appended (Appendix IV). ^ s I 
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Final Form of the Test ; After Item analysle the final form ooiuprised 
50 items. The dlstriliation of these items under the 5 major categories 


referred to before \7as as follows: 

Scientific Knowledge 5 

storioal Knowledge S 

Geographical Knowledge B 

Political & Civic 

Knowledge 11 

Miscellaneous Items 18 


It was considered desirable to have uniformity in the number of item 
in the first four categories so that anyone category may not receive un¬ 
due weightago. After due consideration, item Nos, 2S, 48 and 82 pertain^, 
ing to political and civic loiowledge were eliminated. It was believed 
that had the3?e been a larger number of pupils of class XI at the try-out, 
the performance of the group would have been fVar better on the items per¬ 
taining to scientific Icnowledge. Accordingly, three items - item Nos, 35 
36 and 40 pertaining to scientific knowledge, inspite of having somewhat 
low discriminative va3.uss were included in the final form. The final for 
of the General Information Test thus contained 50 items and the distribu¬ 
tion of these items in the 5 categories was as follows: 


Scientific Knowledge 8 

Historical ICnowledge 8 

Geographical Knowledge 8 

Political St Civic Knowledge 8 
Miscellaneous Items 18 


The reliabilligr coefficient of the orlgihal test coinputed "fey Kuder- 




Richardson FormLa 20 was and of the final form biy the same formula 
vas 

In this final form again, with the help of the item analysis 
sunaBary sheet, the 50 questions were arranged in order of difficulty - 
from the most easy to the most difficult* Necessary instructions for 
the idiole test and for the sub-sections (there were 29 items of the 
multiple-choice type and 21 of the compleUon type) were framed on the 
same lines as was done in the original form Idiat was given for a try¬ 
out, fhe time limit for the test was determined by administering it to 
6 students, two each of classes IX, X and XI, who took 15 to 20 minutes 
to do the test. Accordingly, a time limit of 20 minutes was fixed for 
the test. Three hiindred copies of the test were printed, A copy of 
the test appears in Appendix V, The scording key can be seen in 
Appendix VI. 

Administration of the two teats i The test of general Information to¬ 
gether with the 0,I,E, group verbal test of intelligence, which is of 
35 Tnlimtes duration, was administered to 263 boys and girls of classes 
IX, X and XI of three local higher secondary schools. It was considered 
more desirable to administer the tests on tvio different days than on the 
same day lest the pupils become fatigued and lose Interest. Here again 
before the administration of the tests, an introduotozy talk was given 
as was done at the time of try-out, to establish rapport between the 
students and the investigator. 
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The folloidug table represents the ntunber of boys and girls uho took 
the tests, the classes in vAiioh they studied and the schools from which 
they were draim: 

Number of boys or girls of different classes who took the test 


Name of the School I Class It jj Class X H Class XI j! Total 


V 


, ? 

. _ r 


t 

Government Boys Higher 
Secondary School, 

Kingsway Camp 

37 

) 


28 

28 

93 

Shafiq Memorial H.S* 
School, Bara Hindu 

Reo 

57 


12 

ate 

69 

Government Girls Higher 
Secondary School, 
Roopnagar 

30 


35 

36 

101 

Total 

124 


75 

64 

263 


For reasons beyond the control of the investigator, random selection 
of the subjects was not possible* The semple, as appears from the above 
table, consisted of 162 boys and 101 girls# 

The scores obtained by the pupils on the tvo tests were tabulated* 
These may be seen in Appendix VII. 

Results: Analysis and Interpretatipn 
The Product Moment Coefficients of eorrey^on between the scores 
obtained on the Intelligence end General Information tests by the total 
group, by the students of classes IX, X and XI separately and by boys sad 
girls were confuted. These are shown in the following Table* 


i 
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Coefficients of Correlation betiieen Intelligence Scores and 
General Information Scores. 


Category of Subjects 

N 

r 

Total Group 

263 

.57 

Pupils of class IX 

124 

.63 

Pupils of class X 

75 

.52 

Pupil's of class XI 

64 

V ** 

.29 

Girls 

101 

.47 , 

Boys 

162 

.63 


The coefficient of correlation betveen the scores on the tuo tests 
obtained by the total group .57» as should be expected, is not very 
high. Ttiis may be attributed to the fact that there are several other 
factors, besides intellipence, that affect general information. Inspite 
of this, the coefficient of correlation is substantial to suggest that 
intelligence plays a fairly major role in deter»,nining tho stock of general 
information fst a pupil's coi'miand. 

The coefficients of correlation betveen the scores on the Intelligence 
and the general Inforrostlou tests obtained by the pupils of classes IX and 
X are fairly high but in the case of XI class pupils, it is on]y .29* 

The correlation in the case of girls is »47 vdille in the case of 'boys 
it is .63. From these results we may infer that the more intelligent the 
boys, the greater is the amount of their general Information and vice- 
versa. This tendency la much less strong for the girls. The reason for 
this difference does not aopear from the data. It will be worthwhile to 
explore if the questions are of equal interest to boys and girls. The 











differences between the correlations also might possibly be in part 
accounted for by a difference in out-of-school environment and an .^art 
by a stronger vocational motive among boys to acquire and retain 
information in a wide variety of subjects. 

The number of items correctly answered by each pupil under the 

i 

five categories of the Generrl Inform-'tlon test vfas also determined 

and the coeff-lcients of correlation between tlie Into3 li{-'C3nce Test 

scores and scores on these categories were computed by the Product 

Moment Method. The following table represents the correlations. 

Coefficients of Correlation between Intelligence Scores and 
Scores on the 5 categories of General Information Test, 


I 

i Categories of Test Items 

1 

1 

! r 

1 


Scientific knowledge 

1 

I .41 

1 


Historical Knowledge 

1 .35 

] 


Geographical Knowledge 

1 .36 

1 


Political & Civic Knowledge 

1 .a ' 

) 


Miscellaneous Items 

i 

t .37 

! 



i 


Prom tloB table it will appear that there is no appreciable difference 
among the coefficients of correlation between the intellJigence scores 
and those on the 5 categories of the general information test. This 
suggests that intelligence is equally involved in determl^ the amount 
of general Information acquired in each of these fields. 
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Part 1 


t: 


37» (iU> 
33^ (il) 

39* (iv) 
p. (U) 
4l» (iii) 


ii^piudix II 
SQOaiUG KEY 


48. 

(iv) 

43. 


jlA. 

(tv) 

45, 

(iv) 

imLII 


4tj. Bhari (.heavy) 

47, Qtibote (sloH) 

4d, ^haraalitra 

49, Hartax (<a®ncer) 

t>9, 

51, Bhakra 

(vessela) 

h3, Peking 

54, 1961 

55, 

56, pjaenoti (5) 

o7, Shuturiiiurg (ostrich) 

55, 1964 

59, Bharat Patna 

6u, Tensing 
61, Dilip ima&r 
63, Fhephre (lungs) 

63. iiia{^Ghar (mostiulto) 

64. Ukshal Bai 

65, Brahamputra 

66, Zero 

®7* Vinoba Bhave 
65, 75 
69. 1961 
79, Paench (5) 

7i* n 
73, painter 

73, 1967 

74, Barometer 

75, Snrya Qrahan 

(solar eclipse) 


76, Ouygen 

77* Indradhsaansh 
(rainlsow) 

7B, ChohhoD Ka Mama 
79, Sritya (dance) 

56, Jahaa (ship) 

81, Checshek (sisifOLl iJOx)< 
83, ihlte House 

83, Ccrbon dioxide 

84, 24 

86, Fortuctics® 

.„86, Petrograde 

87, ColuBibus 

88, Bahadur Shah 

89, Lohe (iron) 

80* iiiacaJillsn )' 
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Appendix III \ 

' '' 

Beores Obtained by Bovs and Girls on the Original General InfomaatlQB 
Teat arranged in desoendlne order 


S. No. 

Score 

S. No. 

Score 

1. 

66 

28. 

38 

2. 

63 

29. 

38 

3. 

61 

30* 

38 

4. 

55 

31. 

38 

5* 

52 

32, 

38 

6. 

51 

33* 

37 

7. 

51 

34. 

37 

8. 

51 

35. 

37 

9. 

50 

36. 

37 

10 . 

49 

37. 

37 

11. 

48 

38, 

36 

12, 

47 

39. 

36 

13. 

47 

40. 

36 

14. 

46 

41. 

36 

15. 

46 

42. 

36 

16. 

45 

43. 

36 

17. 


44. 

36 

18. 

44 

45. 

36 

19. 

44 


36 

20. 

43 

47. 

35 

21. 

42 

48. 

35 

22, 

42 

49. 

35 

23. 

a 

50. 

35 

24. 

40 

51. 

35 

25. 

39 

52. 

35 

26, 

39 

53. 

35 

27, 

39 

54. 

34 
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.‘3, Ho, 

Score 

S4 No« 

Score 

55. 

34 

76. 

28 

56. 

34 

77. 

28 

57. . 

33 

78, 

28 

58. 

32 

79. 

28 

59. 

32 

80. 

27 

60. 

32 

81. 

7n 

61. 

32 

82. 

27 

62. 

32 

83. 

7n 

63. 

31 

84 . 

26 

6A. 

31 

85. 

26 

65. 

31 

86. 

27 

66. 

31 

87, 

25 

67, 

31 

88. 

25 

68. 

30 

89. 

24 

69. 

30 

90. 

24 

70. 

30 

91. 

24 

71. 

30 

92. 

24 

72. 

29 

93. 

23 

73. 

29 

94 . 

22 

74. 

29 

95. 

21 

75. 

29 

96. 

21 




Appendix IV 

Item Analysis Summary Sheet 


t 

Items I 

* Upper 1 
1 Group 1 
t I 

Seerea 
Middle 1 
Group I 
I 

1 

1 

Lover 1 
Group 1 

1 

El,3 I 

(Discrisilnat<- I 
ing Index) 1 

t 

I 

Diffl- 1 
aulty 1 

Val^le 1 

t 

Accepted/ 

Rejected 

-1. 

26 

25 

20 

.19 

73.9 

Acc. 

2. 

26 

18 

8 

.56 

54.2 

Ace, 

3* 

4 

4 

0 

.13 

8,3 

Roj, 

4. 

10 

6 

1 

.28 

17.8 

Acc, 

5. 

29 

26 

20 

.28 

18,1 

Acc. 

6. 

24 

10 

9 

.47 

44*8 

Acc, 

7. 

20 

17 

13 

.22 

52.1 

Acc. 

8. 

10 

7 

5 

.16 

22.9 

Acc, 

9. 

19 

16 

11 

.25 

47,9 

Acc* 

10* 

6 

7 

9 

-.09 

22.9 

Rej. 

11. 

26 

22 

13 

.41 

63.5 

Acc, 

12. 

9 

8 

10 

-.03 

28.1 

R© J • 

13. 

17 

8 

6 

.34 

32.3 

Aoo. 

14. 

23 

22 

20 

.25 

72,9 ‘ 

Acc, 

15. 

9 

6 

3 

.19 

18,8 

Acc. 

16. 

19 

12 

8 

.34 

40,6 

Aoo. 

17. 

4 

4 

2 

.06 

10.4 

Red. 

18. 

31 

28 

20 

0 j^4 

82,3 

Acc. 

19. 

21 

14 

14 

.22 

51.04 

Acc. 

20, 

11 

6 

4 

.22 

21,9 

Acc* 

21. 

6 

2 

1 

.16 

9.4 

Red « 

22. 

23 

24 

15 

*41 

69.8 

Acc. 

23. 

8 

3 

5 

,09 

16.7 

Red. 

24. 

13 

5 

4 

.28 

22,9 

Acc. 

25. 

17 

10 , 

4 

.a 

32.3 

Acc. 

26. 

29 

30 

29 

0 

91.7 

Rod. 

27. 

31 

32 

23 

.25 

89.6 

Red. 

28. 

31 

30 ! 

21 1 

.31 

85*4 

Red. 

29. 

29 

25 

21 

.25 

78.1 

Acc. 

30. 

24 

18 

15 

.28 

59.4 

Acc. 

31. 

20 

15 

12 ! 

.25 

48.9 

Acc, 

32. 

4 j 

7 

3 

.03 

14.6 

Red » 

33. 

8 ' 

9 

10 

-.06 

28.1 

Rej. 

34. 

10 

5 

7 

.09 

22.9 

Red * 

35. 

23 

21 

21 . 

,06 

67.7 

Acc, 

36. 

31 

26 

27 

.13 

87.5 

Ace, 

37. 

0 

2 

3 

-.09 

5.2 

Red. 

38. 

13 

11 

7 

,19 

32,3 

Acc. 

39. 

29 

16 

12 

.53 

§#.4 

Ace, 

40. 

26 

23 

25 

.03 

77.1 

Acc, 

41. 

32 

-^2 

30 

*06 

97.9 ^ 

5, Red • 

42. 

32 

1 31 

30 

.06 

96.9 

Red* 

43. 

30 

27 

22 

.85 

82.3 

Ace* 

44. 

22 

16 

3 i 

,59 

42.7 

Acc. 

45. 

31 

32 " 

30 1 

.03 

96,9 

Red. 




ApTaendix lY (continued) 


( 2 ) 


I 

Itenet Saorea 

t Upper ( Middle 1 
1 Group 1 Group t 
i 1 1 

_!_L_^ 

1 

! 

Lover 1 
Group 1 

I 

- - 

^1.3 I 

(BlecrlBilnat-( 
Ing Index) 1 
1 
1 

1 

I 

Diffl- 1 
culty 1 
Value t 
t 

Accepted/ 

Rejected 

4^* 

25 

27 

25 

0 

80,2 

Rej. 

47. 

23 

15 

17 

.19 

57,3 

Aco. 

48. 

14 

0 

0 

•44 

14.6 

Rej, 

49. 

2 

0 

0 

.06 

2.1 

Rej, 

50* 

9 

1 

0 

.28 

10.4 

Rej. 

51. 

28 

26 

13 

.47 

69.8 

Aoc. 

52. 

19 

13 

6 

.41 

39.6 

Acc. . 

53. 

24 

12 

4 

.62 

a.7 

Acc^ 

54. 

15 

5 

3 

.38 

23.9 

Acc. 

55. 

1 

0 

0 

.03 

1.04 

Rej. 

56. 

16 

4 

3 

.41 

23.9 

Acc. 

57. 

6 

0 

0 

.19 

6.3 

Rej* 

58. 

15 

6 

1 

.U 

22.9 

Ace, 

59. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

' Rej. 

60* 

28 

24 

23 

.16 

78.1 

Aco# 

61* 

26 

18 

10 

.50 

56,3 

Aoc. 

62. 

1 

1 

1 

.0 

3.1 

Hej. 

63. 

19 

17 

18 

.03 

56.3 

RbL 

64. 

26 

19 

14 

.38 

61.5 

Aco, 

65. 

7 

4 

1 

.19 

12.5 

Rej. 

66* 

7 

1 

1 

.19 

9.3 

Rej. 

67. 

24 

19 

8 

.50 

53.1 

Aoc. 

68. 

3 

1 

0 

.09 

4.2 

Rej. 

69. 

10 

13 

8 

.06 

32,3 

Rej, 

70. 

24 

27 

24 

.0 

78,1 

Rej, 

71. 

8 

5 

5 

.09 

.18.8 

Rej, 

72. 

1 

0 

0 

.03 

1.04 

Rej*. 

73. 

9 

4 

3 

.19 

16.7 

Aco. 


10 

7 

3 

.22 

20.8 

Aco. 

in 

10 

2 

3 

.22 

15.6 

Acc. 


29 

29 

23 

.19 

84.4 

Aco, 

77, 

9 

1 

1 

.25. 

11.5 

Raj. 

78. 

5 

6 

0 

.16 

11.5 

Rej. 

79. 

4 

1 

0 

.13 

5.2 

Rej. 

80. 

26 

21 

19 

.22 

69.8 

Ace. 

81. 

3 

5 

3 

0 

11.5 

Rej. 

82. 

13 

2 

0 

*41 

15.6 

Rej. 

83. 

16 

8 


.38 

29.2 

Aco, 

84. 

27 

23 

17 

.31 

69.8 

Acc. 

85. 

3 

0 

0 

.09 

3,1 

Rej. 

86. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Rej. 

87. 

16 

15 

5 

.34 

37.5 

Aoc. 

88. 

12 

4 

0 

*38 

16,7 

Acc* 

89. 

23 

22 

20 

.09 

67.7 

Rej. 

90. 

15 

3 

0 

.47 

18.8 

Aoc, 
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Appendix VII 


Scores of Pupile on General Information and 


IntBllleenee Tests. 

Boys Class IX 

Score in Gen. Score in 

S. No. Information Intelligence 


Score in Gen. 
Information 

Score in 
Intellieenoe 

1. 

26 

75 

46, 

13 

33 

2. 

28 

45 

47. 

30 

50 

3. 

27 

53 

48. 

20 

17 

4. 

30 

32 

49, 

19 

31 

5« 

29 

59 

50. 

15 

29 

6. 

27 

67 

51. 

25 

59 

7, 

33 

68 

52. 

23 

51 

d. 

24 

32 

53. 

22 

43 

9. 

27 

44 

54. 

16 

10 

10, 

31 

55 

55. 

25 

26 

11. 

35 

74 

56. 

34 

34 

12. 

22 

55 

57. 

20 

52 

13, 

28 

56 

58, 

29 

45 

1^e 

26 

50 

59. 

22 

24 

15. 

30 

61 

60. 

24 

59 

16. 

29 

39 

61. 

10 

40 

17. 

34 

41 

62. 

15 

33 

18. 

29 

47 

63. 

21 

82 

19. 

30 

78 

64. 

18 

30 

20. 

25 

4-4 

65. 

23 

22 

21# 

37 

74 

66. 

11 

28 

22. 

30 

53 

67. 

22 

39 

23. 

27 

48 

68. 

18 

10 

24. 

34 

42 

69. 

8 

24 

25. 

32 

67 

70. 

19 

23 

26. 

43 

73 

71. 

l6 

32 

27. 

21 

57 

72. 

21 

23 

28. 

33 

74 

73. 

30 

.U 

29. 

31 

65 

74. 

21 

23 

30. 

28 

45 

75. 

23 

52 

31. 

26 

57 

76, 

12 

24 

32. 

27 

68 

77. 

22 

19 

33. 

31 

56 

78. 

26 

36 

3^. 

31 

70 

79. 

28 

41 

35. 

40 

75 

80. 

a 

23 

36, 

24 

39 

81. 

9 

15 

37. 

35 

56 

82, 

21 

47 

38. 

23 

49 

83. 

19 

15 

39, 

18 

29 

84. 

15 

4 

40. 

17 

36 

85, 

13 

36 

41. 

19 

37 

86. 

15 

28 

42. 

17 

32 

87. 

20 

34 

43. 

10 

5 

88. 

8 

61 

44. 

22 

31 

89. 

23 

24 

45. 

24 

41 

90. 

23 

46 




sadlx 


(oontlnusel) 


Bova olasB IX 


Score in Gen, 
nforaatlss 


Score in 
tellifiene 


95. 

96. 

97. 

98. 

99. 

100 . 

101 . 

102 . 

103. 

104. 

105. 

106. 

107. 

108. 

109. 

110 . 
111 . 
112 , 

113. 

114. 

115. 

116 . 

117. 

118. 

119. 

120 . 
121 . 
122 , 

123. 

124. 

Boya ( 

125. 

126. 

127. 

128. 

129. 

130. 

131. 

132. 

133. 

134. 

135. 


olaas X 


Score in Qen. 


19 

31 

136. 

31 

53 

137. 

31 

50 

133. 

16 

25 

139. 

140. 

33 IX 


la. 


142. 

27 

40 

143. 

23 

61 

144. 

26 

38 

U5. 

23 

63 

146. 

18 

57 

147. 

16 

61 

148. 

25 

38 

149. 

9 

33 

150. 

24 

60 

151. 


152. 20 

153. 25 

154. 26 

155. 24 

156. 22 

157. 13 

158. 21 

159. 19 

160. 20 

161. 36 

162. 7 

163. 24 

164. 17 

Girla claaa X 

165. 1' 

166. 2' 

167 . 2 ( 

168. 2' 

169. 2 

170. 2 

171. 1 

172. 2 

173. 3 

174. 1 

175. * 

176. S 

177. ‘ 

178. ; 

179. 

180 . 

181, 

182 . 

183. 

184. 


Score in 

isrenee 


43 

39 

35 

17 

27 

77 

46 

63 

14 

37 

48 

46 

26 

25 
56 
21 
48 

50 
68 
48 

51 
23 
50 
13 

26 
42 
18 
28 

27 



Appendix Vn (oonijinned) 

Score in Gen. Score in 
S.No. InformaUon Intelligence 

Glrlb olaaa X (continued) 


185. 

18 

28 

186. 

17 

62 . 

187. 

21 

42 

188. 

24 

46 

189. 

21 

22 

190. 

13 

27 

191. 

20 

46 

192. 

27 

49 

193. 

21 

49 

194. 

23 

42 

195- 

19 

36 

196. 

18 

48 

197. 

18 

28 

198. 

25 

48 

199. 

27 

50 

Bovs Clasa XI 


200. 

25 

48 

201. 

16 

53 

202. 

31 

43 

203. 

18 

49 

204. 

27 

44 

205. 

24 

38 

206. 

31 

62 

207. 

28 

46 

208. 

24 

39 

209. 

32 

65 

210. 

37 

55 

211. 

14 

50 

212. 

24 

44 

213. 

20 

41 

214. 

17 

54 

215. 

29 

62 

216. 

28 

54 

217. 

39 

55 

218. 

22 

45 

219. 

26 

46 

220. 

30 

58 

221. 

31 

51 

222. 

36 

60 

223. 

19 

56 

224. 

24 

43 

225. 

16 

54 

226. 

30 

52 

227. 

20 

37 

Qirla class XI 


228. 

22 

60 

229. 

26 

48 


(3) 


S. Ho. 

Score in Gen* 
Information 


230. 

23 

60 

231. 

25 

48 

232. 

24 

56 

233. 

39 

69 

234. 

25 

58 

235. 

22 

61 

236. 

33 

58 

237, 

23 

39 

238. 

25 

59 

239. 

29 

66 

240* 

30 

76 

241. 

24 

32 

242. 

33 

56 

243* 

34 

48 

244* 

22 

50 

245. 

19 

45 

246. 

26 

61 

247. 

20 

43 

248. 

20 

59 

249. 

19 

65 

250. 

25 

50 

251. 

23 

40 

252, 

23 

53 

253. 

18 

36 

254. 

38 

51 

255. 

23 

34 

256. 

24 

60 

257. 

24 

39 

258. 

30 

52 

259. 

20 

50 

260. 

23 

48 

261. 

26 

57 

262. 

33 

37 

263. 

26 

38 
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